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1.<'  0ATE  «*TIME  CROUP 

3,9  June  65  **03/21452 


3.  SOURCE 


miitaiy 

4.  NUMBER  OF  OBJECTS 

One  Each  TLtb 


a.  LOCATION 


Turkey 


10.  CONCLUSION 


SIZCTBDMIC  SIGI'JAiS 

Insufficient  Dat^  (Visual) 


S.  LENGTH  OF  OBSERVATION  11.  BRIEF  SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


Hot  Reported 

6.  TYPE  OF  OBSERVAXUON  _ 

Visual 

Ground -&  Gmd -Radar 

7.  COURSE 


See  Case:  Ei/^t  returns  at  about  one  hour  intervals  of  blip 

ooiiins  di recti/  tovrard  the  radar  station  and  disappearing  as 
theji’'  reached,  the  site.  Visual  c^servaticns  reported  but  dat 
not  clear  as  to  the  tiriE  of  ttie  sijitings,  or  nay  not  h 

occur ed  in  the  sane  direction  at  the  saine  tiiE. 


8.  PHOTOS 


Sy»s  Radar  Overlays 


9.  PHYSICAL  EVIDENCE 

□ Y«« 

SCN* 


FORM 

FTD  SEP  63  0*329  (TDE)  Rrwlw*  •4m«M  M IM«  9wm  MV  W «m4 


00'13ITS:  Radar  analyst sts  regard  tiie  radar  returns  as  rjost  , 

likely  being  caused  by  transmtting  signals,  HOT  regarded  as  a 
solid  object.  Visual  portions  not  clear  in  r^essage. 
Insufficient  Data. 

ADD  msSA'lE:  Visual  cbser  vat  ions  sinilar  to  Satellite  ECHO  I 

passed  Horth  of  location.  Hot  consistant  vith  the  radar  track 
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M/R.:  MaJ  Groenlxig  contacted  Sgt  MOody  stating  that  FTD  had  been  directed 

to  reply  on  this  message*  wanted  to  know  if  this  was  the  proper  office.  Agreed 
that  it  was.  Sgt  Moody  contacted  Mr  Bryant  (TDESa))  regarding  the  radar  portion. 

He  says  it  could  not  be  a/c,  report  indicates  that  returns  could  be  caused  by  the 
transmitting  signal  as  indicated  in  paragraph  two  of  the  messag^e. 

h 

Did  not  think  it  was  a malfunction  due  to  the  fact  that  eight  returns  were 
received*  If  a devlde  would  have  triggered  the  Information  on  such  a device, 

i' 

if  known  to  exist,  would  be  obtainable  from  Mi*  Gould,  ext  7213I*  Mr  Bryant  feels 
that  a solid  object  is  not  the  cause  of  the  rehums* 

The  visual  portion  of  the  sitting  * Ho  conclusions  can  be  reached  as  to 

whether  the  visual  obseznrations  coincide  with  radar  returns*  Sattlites  are 

* 

ruled  out  if  the  visual  objects  are  consistent  with  the  radar  returns,  that  is  if  the 
heading  is  towards  230°  (Southwesterly)  Aircraft  are  also  ruled  out  if  the  reported 
) speeds  ax*e  correct*  In  order  for  an  evaluation  of  the  visual  sif^tings,  additional 
data  would  be  required* 

<2.  ^ s 7~D  c. 


